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T005-83.9
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.
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T005-84.1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.

T005-84.2
Thank you for the information.
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T005-85.1
Sections 1.2.2, 1.2.3, 1.2.4, 3.3.1, 3.3.2, and 4.10.1.3 contain
information on the need for natural gas, the role and status of
energy conservation and renewable energy sources, and the
California Energy Action Plan.

Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.
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T005-86.1
Section 4.19 describes the methodology used to evaluate
environmental justice issues, and Section 4.19.3 provides the
criteria that were used in the analysis. Section 4.19.4 discusses the
impacts that were eliminated from the analysis either because they
were not considered to be significant after mitigation or because
they would not subject low income or minority populations to a
greater or lesser impact than other communities.

Section 4.19.4 also contains information on Project modifications
since issuance of the October 2004 Draft EIS/EIR that reduce
potential impacts on minority or low-income residents in the mobile
home parks along the Center Road pipeline route.

T005-86.2
The Project has been modified since issuance of the March 2006
Revised Draft EIR. See Section 1.4.2 for a summary of Project
changes. Section 4.6.1.3 contains revised information on Project
emissions and proposed control measures. Section 4.6.4 discusses
the health effects attributed to air pollutants and includes revised
impacts and mitigation measures.

Section 4.1.8.5 contains information on meteorology and climate in
the Project area, including average wind speed and direction. As
discussed in Impact AIR-8 in Section 4.6.4, an ambient air impacts
analysis was conducted using the Offshore and Coastal Dispersion
Model to evaluate potential impacts on ambient air concentrations
of pollutants at downwind locations in the Pacific Ocean and along
the coast of California (see Appendix G7 for a summary of the
analysis). As stated, "an air quality analysis of criteria pollutants
emitted from FSRU equipment and Project vessels indicates that
the projected increases in the ambient concentrations of criteria
pollutants would neither violate any applicable air quality standards
nor contribute substantially to existing or projected air quality
violations."

T005-86.3
Section 4.20.6 addresses cumulative air quality impacts.
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T005-86.4
The Project has been modified since issuance of the October 2004
Draft EIS/EIR. See Section 1.4.2 for a summary of Project changes.
Section 4.6.1.3 contains revised information on Project emissions
and proposed control measures. Section 4.6.4 discusses the health
effects attributed to air pollutants and includes revised impacts and
mitigation measures.

T005-87.1
Section 4.2.7.6 and the Independent Risk Assessment (Appendix
C1) contain information on public safety impacts from various
incidents at the FSRU. The analysis indicates that the maximum
impact distance of an accident would involve a vapor cloud
dispersion extending 6.3 nautical miles (7.3 miles) from the FSRU.
The FSRU would be located approximately 12.01 nautical miles
(13.83 miles) offshore; therefore, consequences of an accident
involving LNG transport by carrier and storage on the FSRU would
extend no closer than 5.7 nautical miles (6.5 miles) from the
shoreline. Figure ES-1 depicts the consequence distances
surrounding the FSRU location for worst credible events.
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T005-87.2
Section 4.2.7.6 and the Independent Risk Assessment (Appendix
C1) contain information on public safety impacts from various
incidents at the FSRU. The analysis indicates that the maximum
impact distance of an accident would involve a vapor cloud
dispersion extending 6.3 nautical miles (7.3 miles) from the FSRU.
The FSRU would be located approximately 12.01 nautical miles
(13.83 miles) offshore; therefore, consequences of an accident
involving LNG transport by carrier and storage on the FSRU would
extend no closer than 5.7 nautical distance (6.5 miles) from the
shoreline.

Section 4.2.8 contains information on safety requirements for
pipelines. Section 4.13.1 discusses the proximity of the proposed
pipeline routes to residences and schools. The analysis indicate
that an accident requiring the evacuation of the Oxnard Plain is not
reasonably foreseeable.

T005-87.3
The USCG, MARAD, and the CLSC received an application for a
deepwater port off the shore of Ventura County. The USCG and
MARAD are therefore required under NEPA to evaluate this
alternative as the Applicant's preferred alternative. The agencies
have evaluated this alternative in comparison with the other
reasonable alternatives in compliance with NEPA and the CEQA.

The EIS/EIR initially evaluated 18 locations for the FSRU as
potential locations for the deepwater port. It built on previous
California Coastal Commission studies that evaluated nearly 100
locations. Section 3.3.7 contains information on other locations that
were considered.

T005-87.4
Section 4.3.4 contains information on potential impacts associated
with the increased vessel traffic due to the proposed Project. The
FSRU would be located 3.5 NM (3.54 miles) from the eastern
boundary of the Point Mugu Sea Range (Pacific Missile Range).
Impacts MT-5 and MT-6 in Section 4.3.4 address potential Project
impacts on Naval and Point Mugu Sea Range operations.
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T005-88.1
The Independent Risk Assessment (IRA) has been updated since
issuance of the October 2004 Draft EIS/EIR. The lead agencies
directed the preparation of the current IRA, and the U.S.
Department of Energy's Sandia National Laboratories
independently reviewed it. See Section 4.2, Appendix C1, and
Appendix C2 for additional information on third-party verification of
the IRA.
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T005-89.1
Thank you for the information.

T005-89.2
Sections 4.6, 4.12, and 4.18 contain information concerning
potential pollution from the proposed Project.
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T005-89.3
Section 4.2 and Appendix C contain additional and revised
information on public safety.

T005-89.4
Sections 1.2.2, 1.2.3, 1.2.4, 3.3.1, 3.3.2, and 4.10.1.3 contain
information on the need for natural gas, the role and status of
energy conservation and renewable energy sources, and the
California Energy Action Plan.

T005-89.5
Section 2.4 contains information on how easements would be
acquired.

Section 4.5.4 has been updated and contains additional information
on potential impacts on agriculture from construction and
operations and measures to address them.

Only natural gas and not LNG would be transported through
offshore and onshore pipelines. Section 4.2.8 addresses safety
issues related to natural gas pipelines. Section 4.2.8.4 contains
information on the estimated risk of Project pipeline incidents.
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T005-90.1
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.

T005-90.2
Section 4.2 and the Independent Risk Assessment (Appendix C)
describe the potential public safety risks and the regulations,
guidelines, and mitigation measures designed to prevent accidents.

Impacts PS-1 and PS-2 address potential incidents at the FSRU or
LNG carrier and PS-3, PS-4 and PS-5 address potential releases
from the onshore or offshore pipelines.

T005-90.3
Sections 1.2.2, 1.2.3, 1.2.4, 3.3.1, 3.3.2, and 4.10.1.3 contain
information on the need for natural gas, the role and status of
energy conservation and renewable energy sources, and the
California Energy Action Plan.

T005-90.4
The Governor has not made a decision regarding the proposed
Project. Section 1.1.2 contains information on the role of the
Governor of California in deepwater port licensing.
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T005-91.1
Sections 4.2.4.2 and 4.16.1.2 contain information on emergency
management.
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T005-91.2
The FSRU would be located 3.5 NM (3.54 miles) from the eastern
boundary of the Point Mugu Sea Range (Pacific Missile Range).
Impacts MT-5 and MT-6 in Section 4.3.4 discuss the potential
impacts of the presence of the FSRU on Naval operations and the
operation of the Point Mugu Sea Range.

The deepwater port would be 12.01 nautical miles (13.83 miles)
offshore from populated areas, as shown on Figure ES-1.
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T005-91.3
Section 2.4 contains information on the proposed onshore pipelines
and facilities. Section 4.10.1.1 discusses the oil and gas resources
near the proposed FSRU and subsea pipelines. Section 2.3.1
describes the fiber optic cables that the proposed pipelines would
cross. Section 4.2.8 addresses safety issues related to natural gas
pipelines. Section 4.2.8.4 contains information on the estimated risk
of Project pipeline incidents.

T005-92.1
Section 1.1 discusses regulations and agencies involved in the
licensing and potential approval of the proposed Project. The
USCG and MARAD will hold a final public hearing on the license
with a 45-day comment period before the Federal Record of
Decision is issued. The CSLC also will hold a hearing to certify the
EIR and make the decision whether to grant a lease.

Section 1.5 contains additional information regarding public
notification and opportunities for public comment.
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T005-92.2
Section 4.1.7.1 contains information on the properties of LNG.

T005-92.3
Section 4.2 and Appendix C contain additional and revised
information on public safety.

T005-92.4
Section 4.6.1.3 contains revised information on emissions from
Project construction and operations. Appendices G1 and G2
include the assumptions and emission factors used to calculate
emissions.

T005-92.5
Your statement is included in the public record and will be taken
into account by decision-makers when they consider the proposed
Project.
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T005-92.6
The USCG, MARAD, and the CLSC received an application for a
deepwater port off the shore of Ventura County. The USCG and
MARAD are therefore required under NEPA to evaluate this
alternative as the Applicant's preferred alternative. The agencies
have evaluated this alternative in comparison with the other
reasonable alternatives in compliance with NEPA and the CEQA.

The EIS/EIR initially evaluated 18 locations for the FSRU as
potential locations for the deepwater port. It built on previous
California Coastal Commission studies that evaluated nearly 100
locations. Section 3.3.7 contains information on other locations that
were considered.



2004/T005

T005-93.1
The proposed pipeline route has moved since issuance of the
October 2004 Draft EIS/EIR, and would no longer cross through the
area described. See Figure 3.4-2 for the revised route through
Oxnard.
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